
June 22, 1954 

5r. C. C, Limiegrsn 
Bfologioal Reaeazch Laboratory 
Utllvemity of Southern Illinois 
carbondale, Illbla 

Dear Carlt 

%mkyoufor sending the 1~~0 of your discussion. I think this ia an 
excellent cccasicn to air thn matter, and hope #at Dr. Hollaendar will 
not be disoouramd by lta length. Ham you sent a copy to Perkins also? 
I don't know whether he has left already for Glasgow or not. 

1twU.l. taka some i&~togooverthis, and it happens that I aaalso 
en&red in the revidon (practbxilly rmriting) of myounfdrlylong 
talkatths symposfum, QMJ transcriptsbavlngbeen delayed so long that 
other matters had to be taken care of first. I have therefore asked Jim 
Crow and his atudent, Branoh Howe, to look It over, and should we have any 
critical oommnt, we wUl let you know as soon as possible. Branoh, as I 
hope X have told you, has been working on interference in the sex chroctoaom, 
using blocharn%ml markera. Hisdata are notyetaxtensive ebugh to judgs 
whether there is sigtiicant chrwmmm interference; he finds rather less 
c~omatid ooithcidenee than you f lrst reported, but Ss not prepared to say 
whether there la~:mxm or none. Atmy suggestion, his teats included a centro- 
mere marloer on another ohromosome, and would now iaiioalx a freqmncy of 
slippage of about l/2 # (i.e. oo&cidental double-crossover across the centro- 
peWre I and postreduotion of the marker on II). He till doubtless writi- 
in greatcar detail about this when his data perarit. 

%y f tak8 th&3 WCW3iOn~8O to EiWWeryOUr note 0fApd.k 28 On the 
m&em of the second j#$ p&x of yeast stocks you sent. Ihose were 15189a 
and l&S54q. It happens that these are both rather clumpy, and the latter 
grower FathQr pcirly (for our purposws), and we will probably make more use 
of somrs other rstooks we have rem&cd. Stilly as long as these are f&Led 
with w we should know what they are. CThladdeee not, I hop& preclude 
future appeals for help]. I 

Beat regards to Gerry, 

Yours sincerely, 

Joshua Lederberg 
Professor of fhnetica 


